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ATTORNEY di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.    At t or ney' s l i cense 

suspended.    

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    At t or ney Gar y R.  Geor ge appeal s a 

r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on t hat  hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n be r evoked f or  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  consi st i ng of  

commi t t i ng cr i mi nal  act s t hat  r ef l ect  adver sel y on hi s honest y,  

t r ust wor t hi ness and f i t ness as a l awyer .   The r ef er ee al so 

r ecommends t hat  At t or ney Geor ge pay t he cost s of  t he 

di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.   The sol e i ssue on appeal  i s  t he 

appr opr i at e l evel  of  di sci pl i ne.    
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¶2 We appr ove t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  and 

concl usi ons of  l aw and we adopt  t hem.   We concl ude t hat  a 

l engt hy suspensi on i s t he appr opr i at e l evel  of  di sci pl i ne i n 

t hi s pr oceedi ng,  and we i mpose t he cost s of  t he pr oceedi ng.  

¶3 At t or ney Geor ge was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i n 1979.   He has no pr i or  di sci pl i nar y hi st or y.   On 

Apr i l  1,  2004,  t hi s cour t  summar i l y suspended At t or ney Geor ge' s 

l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n pur suant  t o SCR 22. 20( 1) 1 

upon not i f i cat i on t hat  At t or ney Geor ge had been convi ct ed i n 

f eder al  cour t ,  on ent r y of  a gui l t y pl ea,  of  one count  of  

conspi r acy t o commi t  of f enses agai nst  f eder al  pr ogr am f unds i n 

v i ol at i on of  18 U. S. C.  § 371. 2  

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 20( 1)  pr ovi des:  Summar y l i cense suspensi on on 

cr i mi nal  convi ct i on.  

 ( 1)  Summar y suspensi on.  Upon r ecei v i ng 
sat i sf act or y pr oof  t hat  an at t or ney has been f ound 
gui l t y or  convi ct ed of  a ser i ous cr i me,  t he supr eme 
cour t  may summar i l y suspend t he at t or ney' s l i cense t o 
pr act i ce l aw pendi ng f i nal  di sposi t i on of  a 
di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng,  whet her  t he f i ndi ng of  gui l t  
or  t he convi ct i on r esul t ed f r om a pl ea of  gui l t y or  no 
cont est  or  f r om a ver di ct  af t er  t r i al  and r egar dl ess 
of  t he pendency of  an appeal .  

2 Ti t l e 18 of  t he Uni t ed St at es Code § 371 pr ovi des:   
Conspi r acy t o commi t  of f ense or  t o def r aud Uni t ed St at es 

 I f  t wo or  mor e per sons conspi r e ei t her  t o commi t  
any of f ense agai nst  t he Uni t ed St at es,  or  t o def r aud 
t he Uni t ed St at es,  or  any agency t her eof  i n any manner  
or  f or  any pur pose,  and one or  mor e of  such per sons do 
any act  t o ef f ect  t he obj ect  of  t he conspi r acy,  each 
shal l  be f i ned under  t hi s t i t l e or  i mpr i soned not  mor e 
t han f i ve year s,  or  bot h.   
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¶4 Hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw r emai ns under  suspensi on.    

¶5 At t or ney Geor ge ser ved i n t he Wi sconsi n Senat e f or  23 

year s.   Dur i ng t hat  t i me,  he devel oped a pr of essi onal  

r el at i onshi p wi t h Mi l waukee at t or ney Mar k Sost ar i ch ( Sost ar i ch) ,  

and Car l  Gee ( Gee) ,  t he f or mer  execut i ve di r ect or  of  t he 

Oppor t uni t i es I ndust r i al i zat i on Cent er  of  Gr eat er  Mi l waukee 

( " OI C" ) ,  an ent i t y t hat  hel d cont r act s t o admi ni st er  Wi sconsi n' s  

wel f ar e- r ef or m pr ogr am,  popul ar l y known as W- 2 ( f or  " Wi sconsi n 

Wor ks" ) . 3    

¶6 At t or ney Geor ge,  Sost ar i ch,  Gee and ot her s ent er ed 

i nt o busi ness ar r angement s t hat  event ual l y gave r i se t o f eder al  

conspi r acy char ges.   I n 2003 At t or ney Geor ge was i ndi ct ed on 

char ges t hat  he accept ed ki ckbacks i n exchange f or  exer ci s i ng 

hi s pol i t i cal  i nf l uence over  f eder al  gr ant s as wel l  as pr ogr ams 

                                                                                                                                                             
 I f ,  however ,  t he of f ense,  t he commi ssi on of  whi ch 
i s t he obj ect  of  t he conspi r acy,  i s  a mi sdemeanor  
onl y,  t he puni shment  f or  such conspi r acy shal l  not  
exceed t he maxi mum puni shment  pr ovi ded f or  such 
mi sdemeanor .  

3 These cont r act s br ought  i n about  $40 mi l l i on annual l y.  
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f i nanced by st at e r evenues. 4  See Uni t ed St at es v.  Geor ge,  403 

F. 3d 470 ( 7t h Ci r .  2005) .   At t or ney Geor ge pl ed gui l t y t o t he 

f i r st  count  of  t he i ndi ct ment  pur suant  t o a pl ea agr eement .   The 

r emai ni ng char ges wer e di smi ssed but  r ead i nt o t he r ecor d.   

At t or ney Geor ge was sent enced t o 48 mont hs'  i mpr i sonment  and was 

or der ed t o pay $568, 596. 48 i n r est i t ut i on. 5   

¶7 We summar i ze t he f act s under l y i ng t he char ge t o whi ch 

At t or ney Geor ge pl ed gui l t y.   At t or ney Geor ge and Sost ar i ch 

under t ook j oi nt  l egal  r epr esent at i on of  t he OI C and var i ous OI C 

subsi di ar i es wi t h t he OI C' s knowl edge and consent .   The par t i es 

                                                 
4 Mor e speci f i cal l y,  t he i ndi ct ment  al l eged t hat  At t or ney 

Geor ge conspi r ed wi t h Sost ar i ch and ot her s t o commi t  of f enses 
i nvol v i ng f eder al  pr ogr am f unds under  18 U. S. C.  § 666 and t o 
commi t  mai l  and wi r e f r aud of f enses i n v i ol at i on of  18 U. S. C.  
§§ 1341,  1343 and 1346;  conspi r ed wi t h Sost ar i ch and ot her s t o 
cor r upt l y pr ovi de At t or ney Geor ge wi t h k i ckbacks f r om l egal  f ees 
pai d by t he Pol i ce At hl et i c League ( " PAL" ) ,  a nonpr of i t  
subsi di ar y of  t he OI C i n v i ol at i on of  18 U. S. C.  §§ 666( a) ( 1) ( B) ,  
1341 and 1346;  knowi ngl y and i nt ent i onal l y mi sappl i ed pr oper t y 
of  PAL by r i ggi ng t he bi d pr ocess f or  a $5 mi l l i on const r uct i on 
pr oj ect  i n Mi l waukee i n v i ol at i on of  18 U. S. C.  §§ 666( a) ( 1) ( A)  
and 2;  cor r upt l y sol i c i t ed and accept ed $2, 500 f r om Sost ar i ch 
i nt endi ng t o be r ewar ded i n connect i on wi t h a St at e of  Wi sconsi n 
t r ansact i on i n v i ol at i on of  18 U. S. C.  § 666( a) ( 1) ( B) ;  and 
knowi ngl y conduct ed a f i nanci al  t r ansact i on usi ng t he pr oceeds 
of  speci f i ed unl awf ul  act i v i t y i n v i ol at i on of  18 U. S. C.  §§ 666,  
1341,  1343,  1346 and 1956( a) ( 1) ( B) ( i ) .  

5 The Sevent h Ci r cui t  Cour t  of  Appeal s af f i r med hi s 
convi ct i on and sent ence,  but  r emanded wi t h di r ect i ons t o r evi ew 
t he or i gi nal  $613, 746. 36 r est i t ut i on awar d.   The deci s i on af t er  
r emand,  r educi ng t he r est i t ut i on awar d t o $568, 596. 48,  was 
af f i r med on appeal .   See Uni t ed St at es v.  Geor ge,  No.  03- CR- 259,  
Memor andum Deci s i on ( E. D.  Wi s.  May 3,  2006) ,  af f ' d af t er  r emand,  
Uni t ed St at es v.  Geor ge,  198 Fed.  Appx.  552 ( 7t h Ci r .  2006) .  
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ent er ed i nt o a wr i t t en f ee agr eement ,  wher eby Sost ar i ch ser ved 

as t he at t or ney of  r ecor d.    

¶8 Bet ween appr oxi mat el y Oct ober  1997 and August  2002,  

t he OI C pai d a mont hl y r et ai ner  t o Sost ar i ch,  usual l y i n t he 

amount  of  $5, 834.   Sost ar i ch,  i n t ur n,  woul d deposi t  t he 

r et ai ner  check i nt o hi s bank account  and t hen wr i t e t wo checks——

one t o hi s l aw f i r m and one t o At t or ney Geor ge.   The amount  

At t or ney Geor ge r ecei ved var i ed f r om f our - f i f t hs of  t he t ot al  

mont hl y r et ai ner  ( $4, 667. 20)  t o one- hal f  of  addi t i onal  l egal  

payment s t he OI C made t o Sost ar i ch.   At t or ney Geor ge per f or med 

no l egal  wor k i n exchange f or  t hi s money;  nei t her  t he OI C nor  

Sost ar i ch f i l ed t ax document s showi ng how t he mont hl y f ee was 

al l ocat ed.    

¶9 The OI C al so " i nvest ed"  $200, 000 of  an af f i l i at e' s 

money i n a cor por at i on cont r ol l ed by At t or ney Geor ge' s f ami l y,  

whose sol e asset  was a t el evi s i on st at i on i n t he Vi r gi n I s l ands.   

The " i nvest ment "  never  appear ed on t he cor por at i on' s books.   The 

f eder al  cour t  obser ved t hat  " [ t ] he money seems t o have gone 

st r ai ght  t o Geor ge' s pocket ,  wi t h t he OI C r ecei vi ng hi s goodwi l l  

and pol i t i cal  pat r onage r at her  t han an equi t y i nt er est  i n a 

busi ness. "   Uni t ed St at es v.  Gee,  432 F. 3d 713,  714 ( 7t h Ci r .  

2005) .   At t or ney Geor ge event ual l y r ecei ved over  $400, 000 i n 

var i ous payment s f r om t he OI C. 6  I n addi t i on,  t he i ndi ct ment  
                                                 

6 Gee was convi ct ed of  conspi r i ng wi t h At t or ney Geor ge and 
Sost ar i ch t o obt ai n OI C cont r act s cor r upt l y and of  causi ng t he 
OI C t o pay ki ckbacks t o At t or ney Geor ge,  i n v i ol at i on of  18 
U. S. C.  §§ 666 and 371.   Gee was sent enced t o 24 mont hs'  
i mpr i sonment  and or der ed t o pay r est i t ut i on of  some $473, 000.   
See Uni t ed St at es v.  Gee,  432 F. 3d at  714.    
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al l eged and At t or ney Geor ge has admi t t ed t hat  he used st at e 

empl oyees t o per f or m per sonal  wor k f or  hi m,  and t hat  he f ai l ed 

t o di scl ose t he f ees r ecei ved f r om t he OI C ar r angement  on hi s 

St at ement  of  Economi c I nt er est s.  

¶10 On August  2,  2005,  t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on 

( OLR)  f i l ed a di sci pl i nar y compl ai nt  agai nst  At t or ney Geor ge 

al l egi ng t hat  by v i r t ue of  hi s convi ct i on i n f eder al  cour t  he 

had vi ol at ed SCR 20: 8. 4( b) ,  whi ch pr ovi des t hat  i t  i s  

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  t o " commi t  a cr i mi nal  act  t hat  r ef l ect s 

adver sel y on t he l awyer ' s honest y,  t r ust wor t hi ness or  f i t ness as 

a l awyer  i n ot her  r espect s. "   

¶11 A hear i ng on t he at t or ney di sci pl i nar y mat t er  was 

conduct ed on Apr i l  20,  2006.   On December  12,  2006,  t he r ef er ee,  

Gene B.  Radcl i f f e,  f i l ed hi s r epor t  r ecommendi ng r evocat i on.   

Thi s appeal  f ol l owed.   The Wi sconsi n Supr eme Cour t  conduct ed 

or al  ar gument  on December  13,  2007.  

¶12 At t or ney Geor ge does not  chal l enge t he r ef er ee' s 

f i ndi ng t hat  hi s  f eder al  convi ct i on est abl i shed a v i ol at i on of  

SCR 20: 8. 4( b) .   Ther ef or e,  t he sol e quest i on bef or e t he cour t  on 

                                                                                                                                                             
Sost ar i ch was convi ct ed,  f ol l owi ng ent r y of  a pl ea,  t o one 

count  of  conspi r acy t o commi t  mai l  f r aud i n v i ol at i on of  18 
U. S. C.  § 371.   Sost ar i ch was sent enced i n f eder al  cour t  t o t hr ee 
year s pr obat i on,  condi t i oned on 150 days of  home conf i nement .   
Sost ar i ch was al so or der ed t o make r est i t ut i on t o an OI C 
subsi di ar y i n t he amount  of  $42, 649 and t o per f or m 75 hour s of  
communi t y ser vi ce.   Sost ar i ch’ s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw was 
summar i l y suspended f ol l owi ng hi s convi ct i on,  and hi s l i cense 
was ul t i mat el y suspended f or  18 mont hs.   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 
Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Sost ar i ch,  2005 WI  97,  282 Wi s.  2d 712,  698 
N. W. 2d 711.    
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appeal  i s  t he appr opr i at e di sci pl i ne f or  At t or ney Geor ge' s 

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   The OLR acknowl edged at  or al  ar gument  

t hat  any di sci pl i ne shoul d be i mposed r et r oact i ve t o t he dat e 

At t or ney Geor ge' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw was summar i l y 

suspended.  

¶13 I t  i s  t hi s cour t ' s  r esponsi bi l i t y  t o det er mi ne t he 

appr opr i at e di sci pl i ne t o be i mposed f or  an at t or ney' s 

mi sconduct .   I n maki ng t hat  det er mi nat i on,  we ar e f r ee t o i mpose 

di sci pl i ne mor e or  l ess sever e t han t hat  r ecommended by t he 

r ef er ee.   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  El l i ot t ,  133 

Wi s.  2d 110,  394 N. W. 2d 313 ( 1986) ;  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Rei t z,  2005 WI  39,  279 Wi s.  2d 550,  694 

N. W. 2d 894.   

¶14 We consi der  t he ser i ousness of  t he mi sconduct ,  t he 

need t o pr ot ect  t he publ i c,  cour t s and t he l egal  syst em f r om 

r epet i t i on of  mi sconduct ,  t he need t o i mpr ess upon t he at t or ney 

t he ser i ousness of  t he mi sconduct ,  and t he need t o det er  ot her  

at t or neys f r om engagi ng i n s i mi l ar  mi sconduct .   See I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Ar t hur ,  2005 WI  40,  279 

Wi s.  2d 583,  694 N. W. 2d 910.   

¶15 At t or ney Geor ge acknowl edges t he ser i ousness of  hi s 

mi sconduct ,  but  asser t s t hat  a l esser  sanct i on t han r evocat i on 

i s war r ant ed.   The cr ux of  At t or ney Geor ge' s ar gument  i s t hat  

t he f eder al  cour t  deci s i ons over st at e t he nat ur e of  t he 

conspi r acy and,  whi l e he concedes i t  was wr ong t o use st at e 

empl oyees f or  per sonal  wor k and wr ong t o f ai l  t o di scl ose t he 

payment s he r ecei ved on hi s St at ement  of  Economi c I nt er est s,  t he 
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payment s he r ecei ved f r om t he OI C wer e f ai r l y obt ai ned.   He 

mai nt ai ns t hat  he di d not  exer t  hi s i nf l uence i mpr oper l y on 

behal f  of  t he OI C.   He mai nt ai ns t hat  t he payment s he r ecei ved 

wer e f or  l egi t i mat e ser vi ces r ender ed t o t he OI C.   Despi t e 

At t or ney Geor ge' s pr ot est at i ons t o t he cont r ar y,  t hi s 

char act er i zat i on of  t he event s was cl ear l y not  accept ed by t he 

r ef er ee who st at ed,  " I n spi t e of  hi s ar gument s t hat  he was 

convi ct ed because of  t echni cal i t i es and t he gener al  coer ci ve 

nat ur e of  t he cr i mi nal   .  .  .   syst em and t hat  he r eal l y di d 

pr ovi de l egal  ser vi ces t o t he ent i t i es f or  whi ch he r ecei ved 

ki ckbacks,  t he r ecor d c l ear l y i ndi cat es ot her wi se. "   ( Emphasi s 

added) .  

¶16 We decl i ne t o di st ur b t he r ef er ee' s f act ual  f i ndi ng on 

t hi s poi nt  and not e t hat  i t  i s  f ul l y  consi st ent  wi t h At t or ney 

Geor ge' s st at ement s made at  hi s pl ea hear i ng,  wher e t he f eder al  

cour t  descr i bed t he al l egat i ons cont ai ned i n count  one of  t he 

i ndi ct ment  and asked,  " Ar e t hose t he f act s t o whi ch you ar e 

pl eadi ng gui l t y her e t oday as t hey——as t hose f act s r el at e t o 

you?"   At t or ney Geor ge r esponded,  " Yes,  your  Honor . "    

¶17 Si mi l ar l y,  we ar e not  per suaded by At t or ney Geor ge' s 

suggest i on t hat  hi s di sci pl i ne shoul d not  be si gni f i cant l y mor e 

sever e t han t hat  i mposed on Sost ar i ch.   Ther e i s subst ant i al  

r ecor d evi dence t hat  bot h Sost ar i ch and Gee benef i t ed f ar  l ess 

t han At t or ney Geor ge f r om t he scheme.   At t or ney Geor ge' s ef f or t  

t o char act er i ze hi s cul pabi l i t y  as on par  wi t h t hat  of  Sost ar i ch 

i s s i mpl y not  compel l i ng.    
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¶18 At t or ney Geor ge al so suggest s t hat  t he r ef er ee 

er r oneousl y assumed t hat  r evocat i on i s aut omat i cal l y war r ant ed 

when an at t or ney has commi t t ed any ser i ous f el ony.   However ,  i t  

does not  appear  t he r ef er ee er r oneousl y assumed t hat  commi ssi on 

of  a ser i ous f el ony aut omat i cal l y r equi r es r evocat i on.   I n hi s 

r epor t ,  t he r ef er ee r ef er enced sect i on 5. 11( a)  of  t he ABA 

St andar ds f or  I mposi ng Lawyer  Sanct i ons whi ch st at es t hat  

di sbar ment  i s gener al l y appr opr i at e when:  

[ A]  l awyer  engages i n ser i ous cr i mi nal  conduct  a 
necessar y el ement  of  whi ch i ncl udes i nt ent i onal  
i nt er f er ence wi t h t he admi ni st r at i on of  j ust i ce,  f al se 
swear i ng,  mi sr epr esent at i on,  f r aud,  ext or t i on,  
mi sappr opr i at i on,  or  t hef t ;  .  .  .  or  an at t empt  or  
conspi r acy or  sol i c i t at i on of  anot her  t o commi t  any of  
t hese of f enses[ . ]  

¶19 The r ef er ee st at ed,  " I n i mposi ng di sci pl i ne i n t hese 

cases,  most  cour t s i mpose di sbar ment  on l awyer s who ar e 

convi ct ed on ser i ous f el oni es. "   The r ef er ee added t hat  Sect i on 

5. 21 of  t he ABA St andar ds f or  I mposi ng Lawyer  Sanct i ons pr ovi des 

t hat  " di sbar ment  i s gener al l y appr opr i at e when a l awyer  i n an 

of f i c i al  or  gover nment al  posi t i on,  such as [ At t or ney Geor ge] ,  

knowi ngl y mi suses t he posi t i on wi t h i nt ent  t o obt ai n a 

s i gni f i cant  benef i t  or  advant age f or  hi msel f . "    

¶20 We ar e not  per suaded t hat  by t hese st at ement s,  t he 

r ef er ee er r oneousl y assumed r evocat i on was t he onl y sanct i on he 

coul d r ecommend t o t hi s cour t .    

¶21 However ,  whi l e we decl i ne t o accept  At t or ney Geor ge' s  

char act er i zat i on of  t he event s gi v i ng r i se t o hi s convi ct i on,  
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nei t her  ar e we per suaded t hat  r evocat i on i s a necessar y sanct i on 

i n t hi s i nst ance.  

¶22 I n consi der i ng t he appr opr i at e di sci pl i ne,  we consi der  

pr i or  Wi sconsi n pr ecedent ,  t he ABA St andar ds f or  I mposi ng Lawyer  

Sanct i ons,  t he mi t i gat i ng and aggr avat i ng c i r cumst ances i nvol ved 

i n t hi s mat t er ,  and t he speci f i c  c i r cumst ances of  At t or ney 

Geor ge' s mi sconduct .  

¶23 Ul t i mat el y,  each di sci pl i nar y case t ur ns on i t s 

speci f i c  f act s.   See,  e. g. ,  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  O' Byr ne,  2002 WI  123,  257 Wi s.  2d 8,  653 N. W. 2d 111.   We 

have consi der ed t he cases ci t ed by bot h par t i es and commend 

counsel  f or  pr ovi di ng t he cour t  wi t h a t hor ough anal ysi s of  

r el evant  case l aw.   See,  e. g. ,  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Bur ke,  2007 WI  46,  300 Wi s.  2d 198,  730 N. W. 2d  651 

( suspensi on) ;  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Chval a,  

2007 WI  47,  300 Wi s.  2d 206,  730 N. W. 2d 648 ( suspensi on) ;  I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Paul us,  2004 WI  71,  272 

Wi s.  2d 143,  682 N. W. 2d 326 ( consensual  r evocat i on) ;  I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Hausmann,  2005 WI  131,  285 

Wi s.  2d 608,  699 N. W. 2d 923 ( suspensi on) ;  O' Byr ne,  2002 WI  123 

( r evocat i on) ;  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Kor t sch,  

225 Wi s.  2d 235,  591 N. W. 2d 841 ( 1999)  ( r evocat i on) ;  I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Hi nnawi ,  202 Wi s.  2d 113,  549 

N. W. 2d 245 ( 1996)  ( r evocat i on) ;  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Wr i ght ,  180 Wi s.  2d 492,  509 N. W. 2d ( 1994)  ( r evocat i on) ;  

I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Smi t h,  145 Wi s.  2d  632,  

428 N. W. 2d 547 ( 1988)  ( r evocat i on) .  
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¶24 Revocat i on i s t he most  ext r eme sanct i on t hi s cour t  can 

i mpose upon an at t or ney who has vi ol at ed t he Rul es of  

Pr of essi onal  Conduct  f or  At t or neys.   I t  i s  r eser ved f or  t he most  

egr egi ous cases of  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct ,  cases wher e we 

concl ude t hat  t he nat ur e and ext ent  of  t he mi sconduct  r ender s an 

at t or ney whol l y unf i t  t o be l i censed by t hi s cour t  t o r epr esent  

ot her s i n t he l egal  syst em.    

¶25 Revoki ng a l awyer ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw does not ,  

however ,  pr ecl ude t hat  per son f r om ever  pr act i c i ng l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n agai n.   One whose l i cense has been r evoked may seek 

r ei nst at ement  " at  any t i me commenci ng f i ve year s af t er  t he 

ef f ect i ve dat e of  t he r evocat i on. "   SCR 22. 29( 2) .    

¶26 I n seeki ng a l esser  sanct i on t han r evocat i on,  At t or ney 

Geor ge of f er ed,  as a mi t i gat i ng f act or ,  hi s  l engt hy publ i c 

ser vi ce,  i ncl udi ng 23 year s i n t he Wi sconsi n Senat e,  and hi s 

i nvol vement  s i nce t he 1970s i n Wi sconsi n Speci al  Ol ympi cs and 

ot her  char i t abl e and pr of essi onal  wor ks benef i t i ng 

under pr i v i l eged yout h.    

¶27 At  t he or al  ar gument  on t hi s mat t er ,  however ,  counsel  

f or  t he OLR per suasi vel y ar gued t he ot her  s i de of  t hat  same 

coi n,  emphasi z i ng t hat  At t or ney Geor ge was not  onl y act i ng as an 

at t or ney,  but  al so as an el ect ed of f i c i al  when he commi t t ed t he 

mi sconduct  at  i ssue her e.   As such,  At t or ney Geor ge' s mi sconduct  

not  onl y i nvol ved di shonest y,  i t  v i ol at ed t he publ i c ' s t r ust  and 

ser ved t o under mi ne t he publ i c ' s conf i dence i n i t s el ect ed 

of f i c i al s.   
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¶28 Thi s i s a di f f i cul t  case and one t hi s cour t  consi der ed 

ver y ser i ousl y.   We shar e t he OLR' s concer ns about  t he ser i ous 

v i ol at i on of  publ i c t r ust  commi t t ed by At t or ney Geor ge,  and we 

agr ee t hat  subst ant i al  di sci pl i ne i s war r ant ed t o addr ess t hat  

mi sconduct .   At  t he same t i me,  we ar e mi ndf ul  t hat  our  r ol e i s 

not  t o dupl i cat e t he puni shment  At t or ney Geor ge has al r eady 

r ecei ved f or  hi s  act i ons,  whi ch i ncl udes a f el ony convi ct i on,  a 

l engt hy pr i son sent ence,  and a ver y subst ant i al  r est i t ut i on 

obl i gat i on t hat  must  be pai d.    

¶29 Ul t i mat el y,  we have concl uded t hat  whi l e At t or ney 

Geor ge' s mi sconduct  was,  i ndeed,  ext r emel y ser i ous,  i t  does not  

war r ant  t he har shest  penal t y of  r evocat i on.   We ar e i nf l uenced 

by t he f act  t hat  t hi s i s t he onl y di sci pl i nar y compl ai nt  f i l ed 

agai nst  At t or ney Geor ge si nce he was admi t t ed t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n some 29 year s ago.   We ar e i nf l uenced by At t or ney 

Geor ge' s publ i c ser vi ce t o t he c i t i zens of  Wi sconsi n.   Hi s 

ser vi ce l ong pr eceded t he event s gi v i ng r i se t o t hi s 

di sci pl i nar y mat t er .   Ul t i mat el y ,  whi l e we agr ee t hat  At t or ney 

Geor ge has commi t t ed ser i ous mi sconduct ,  we ar e per suaded t hat  

hi s pr ospect s f or  r ehabi l i t at i on ar e r eal .    

¶30 Ther ef or e,  we have concl uded t hat  a l engt hy suspensi on 

i s appr opr i at e di sci pl i ne f or  At t or ney Geor ge' s v i ol at i on of  SCR 

20: 8. 4( b) .  At t or ney Geor ge' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw wi l l  be 

suspended f or  a per i od of  f our  year s and t hr ee mont hs.   Thi s i s,  

per haps,  t he most  l engt hy suspensi on i mposed by t hi s cour t  i n an 

at t or ney di sci pl i nar y mat t er .   
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¶31 Consi st ent  wi t h our  past  pr act i ce i n ot her  cases 

i nvol v i ng cr i mi nal  convi ct i ons,  we make t he suspensi on 

r et r oact i ve t o t he dat e on whi ch At t or ney Geor ge' s l i cense was 

summar i l y suspended.   We f ur t her  concl ude t hat  At t or ney Geor ge 

shoul d be r equi r ed t o pay t he cost s of  t he pr oceedi ng whi ch 

t ot al  $14, 064. 72 as of  December  17,  2007. 7  

¶32 We emphasi ze,  mor eover ,  t hat  a pet i t i on f or  

r ei nst at ement ,  whet her  i t  f ol l ows a suspensi on or  a r evocat i on,  

i s  not  an aut omat i c pr ocedur e.   See,  e. g. ,  Rei nst at ement  of  

Ei senber g,  206 Wi s.  2d 264,  556 N. W. 2d 749 ( 1996) .   I n al l  cases 

of  r evocat i on or  l i cense suspensi on of  s i x mont hs or  mor e,  t he 

i ndi v i dual ' s el i gi bi l i t y  and f i t ness t o pr act i ce l aw i s 

car ef ul l y scr ut i ni zed,  f i r st  by t he OLR,  t hen by a r ef er ee,  and 

f i nal l y by t hi s cour t .   The per son seeki ng r ei nst at ement  must  

demonst r at e t hat  he or  she has t he mor al  char act er  t o pr act i ce 

l aw,  t hat  hi s or  her  r esumpt i on of  t he pr act i ce of  l aw wi l l  not  

be det r i ment al  t o t he admi ni st r at i on of  j ust i ce or  subver si ve of  

t he publ i c i nt er est ,  and t he per son seeki ng r ei nst at ement  must  

al so demonst r at e compl i ance wi t h var i ous ot her  condi t i ons as set  

f or t h i n t he r ul es or  by or der  of  t he cour t .   See,  e. g. ,  SCRs 

22. 29- 22. 33.    

¶33 I T I S ORDERED t hat  Gar y R.  Geor ge' s l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s suspended f or  a per i od of  f our  

                                                 
7 An obj ect i on t o t he speci f i c  amount  of  cost s i s not  

pr esent l y bef or e t hi s cour t .   See SCR 22. 24.  
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year s and t hr ee mont hs,  r et r oact i ve t o t he dat e of  hi s summar y 

l i cense suspensi on i mposed Apr i l  1,  2004.    

¶34 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat ,  i f  he has not  al r eady done 

so,  Gar y R.  Geor ge compl y wi t h t he pr ovi s i ons of  SCR 22. 26 

concer ni ng t he dut i es of  a per son whose l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw 

i n Wi sconsi n has been suspended.  

¶35 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 60 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der  Gar y R.  Geor ge pay t o t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  

Regul at i on t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng,  pr ovi ded t hat  i f  t he 

cost s ar e not  pai d wi t hi n t he t i me speci f i ed and absent  a 

showi ng t o t hi s cour t  of  hi s i nabi l i t y  t o pay t hose cost s wi t hi n 

t hat  t i me,  t he l i cense of  Gar y R.  Geor ge t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n shal l  r emai n suspended unt i l  f ur t her  or der  of  t he 

cour t .  

¶36 DAVI D T.  PROSSER,  J. ,  and LOUI S B.  BUTLER,  JR. ,  J. ,  

di d not  par t i c i pat e.  
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